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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is in response to the amendment filed on 07/23/2008. 

2. Claims 1 and 12 have been amended. 

3. Claims 1-15 are pending for consideration. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

4. The information disclosure statements submitted on 07/23/2008 are being 
considered by the examiner. 

Response to Arguments 

5. Applicant's argument with respect to the 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, 
rejection has been fully considered in view of the amendment filed 07/23/2008, which 
has been made in record, and the 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, rejection has been 
withdrawn. 

6. Applicant's arguments filed on 07/23/2008 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

Regarding page 7 of the Remarks, Applicant argues that Carny does not 
describe any operation packets where the second packet includes a secondary packet 
identifier that is used to indicate that the second packet include data duplicative of the 
data contained in the payload of a first packet and to cause the digital device to 
disregard the data contained in the first packet. Examiner respectfully disagrees. 
Carny does describe operation packets where the second packet includes a secondary 
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packet identifier that is used to indicate that the second packet include data duplicative 
of the data contained in the payload of a first packet and to cause the digital device to 
disregard the data contained in the first packet (Carny: See figure 1 and paragraphs 
0008, 001 1 : duplicating the at least one selected segment or segments, thereby 
creating a plurality of copies of each segment, paragraph 0053: removed from the 
original content and selected for encryption, and paragraph 0059). 

Examiner notes, Examiner has cited particular columns and line numbers in the 
references applied to the claims above for the convenience of the applicant. Although 
the specified citations are representative of the teachings of the art and are applied to 
specific limitations within the individual claim, other passages and figures may apply as 
well. It is respectfully requested from the applicant in preparing responses, to fully 
consider the references in entirety as potentially teaching all or part of the claimed 
invention, as well as the context of the passage as taught by the prior art or disclosed 
by the Examiner. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

7. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 
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8. Claims 1-4 and 6-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Carny et al. (US 2002/0150239) (hereinafter Carny). 

Regarding claim 1 , Carny discloses a method for providing content from a head- 
end to a digital device, comprising: producing an Internet Protocol (IP) datagram 
including an IP header and a body segmented including a plurality of packets in a 
Moving Picture Experts Group (MPEG) format including a first packet and a second 
packet preceding the first packet (Carny: paragraphs 0052 and 0059), the first packet 
including a first packet identifier to indicate a type of data stored in a payload of the first 
packet and a second packet including a secondary packet identifier to indicate that the 
second packet includes data duplicative of the data contained in the payload of the first 
packet and to cause the digital device to discard the data content contained in the first 
packet (Carny: paragraphs 0052, 0059 and 0062); and transmitting the IP datagram 
from the head-end (Carny: paragraph 0006). 

Regarding claim 2, Carny further discloses wherein the first packet identifier is a 
unique value to indicate whether the payload of the first packet includes video, audio or 
data (Carny: paragraphs 0060 and 0062). 

Regarding claim 3, Carny further discloses wherein the IP header comprises a 
version field to identify an IP version number, a length field to indicate either a length of 
the IP datagram or a length of the IP header, a source address field to include an IP 
address of the head-end and a destination address field to include an IP address of the 
digital device (Carny: paragraphs 0060 and 0062). 
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Regarding claim 4, Carny further discloses wherein a header of the first packet 
comprises the first packet identifier (Carny: paragraph 0049). 

Regarding claim 6, this claim has limitations that is similar to those of claim 1 , 
thus it is rejected with the same rationale applied against claim 1 above. 

Regarding claim 7, Carny further discloses wherein the second packet precedes 
the first packet (Carny: paragraph 0008). 

Regarding claim 8, Carny further discloses wherein content stored in the payload 
of the first packet is video encrypted using a first key and the duplicative content in the 
payload of the second packet is the video encrypted using a second key different than 
the first key (Carny: See figure 5 and paragraphs 0008, 0053 and 0059). 

Regarding claim 9, Carny further discloses wherein content stored in the payload 
of the first packet is video encrypted using a first encryption algorithm and the 
duplicative content in the payload of the second packet is the video encrypted using a 
second encryption algorithm different than the first encryption algorithm (Carny: See 
figure 5 and paragraphs 0008, 0053 and 0059). 

Regarding claim 10, Carny further discloses wherein content stored in the 
payload of the first packet is audio encrypted using a first key and the duplicative 
content in the payload of the second packet is the audio encrypted using a second key 
different than the first key (Carny: See figure 5 and paragraphs 0008, 0053 and 0059). 

Regarding claim 1 1 , this claim has limitations that is similar to those of claim 1 , 
thus it is rejected with the same rationale applied against claim 1 above. 
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Regarding claim 12, Carny further discloses wherein the third program block 
disregards the content contained in the payload of the first packet by discarding the 
content contained in the payload of the first packet and thereby refraining from 
recovering the payload of the first packet when the second packet identifier of the 
second packet preceding the first packet is set to a predetermined value (Carny: See 
figure 5 and paragraphs 0008, 0053 and 0059). 

Regarding claim 1 3, Carny further discloses wherein the duplicative content 
contained in the payload of the second packet is video encrypted using a first key and 
the content in the payload of the first packet is the video encrypted using a second key 
different than the first key (Carny: See figure 5 and paragraphs 0008, 0053 and 0059). 

Regarding claim 14, Carny further discloses a fourth program block to provide 
the duplicative content to a descrambler situated within a digital device (Carny: See 
figure 5 and paragraphs 0008, 0052-0053, 0055-0056 and 0059). 

Regarding claim 1 5, this claim has limitations that is similar to those of claim 1 , 
thus it is rejected with the same rationale applied against claim 1 above. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

9. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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10. Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Carny in 
view of Monta et al. (US 7039048) (hereinafter Monta). 

Regarding claim 5, Carny does not explicitly disclose wherein prior to producing 
the IP datagram, the method further comprising: determining whether the destination 
address field of the IP header is loaded with a multicast IP address, if video is to be 
transmitted, each of the plurality of packets exclusively comprises a PID having a first 
value; and if audio is to be transmitted, each of the plurality of packets exclusively 
comprises a PID having a second value differing from the first value. 
However, Monta, in an analogous environment, discloses wherein prior to producing 
the IP datagram, the method further comprising: determining whether the destination 
address field of the IP header is loaded with a multicast IP address, if video is to be 
transmitted, each of the plurality of packets exclusively comprises a PID having a first 
value; and if audio is to be transmitted, each of the plurality of packets exclusively 
comprises a PID having a second value differing from the first value (Monta: column 6 
lines 8-38). Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art 
, at the time the invention was made, to incorporate the teachings of Monta into the 
system of Carny to have lower cost to build and maintain and consumes 10 times less 
rack space. Finally, the system can be easily scaled up or down in size and it is 
compatible with new markets for broadband delivery of digital data in IP packet format 
(Monta: column 2 lines 27-31). 



Application/Control Number: 10/815,371 Page 8 

Art Unit: 2431 

Conclusion 

1 1 . THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to TRANG DOAN whose telephone number is (571)272- 
0740. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ayaz Sheikh can be reached on (571 ) 272-3795. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Trang Doan/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2431 
/Syed Zia/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2431 



